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Legislation to Eliminate Discriminatory Language in Property
Documents Passes Assembly

Sacramento, Calif. By a vote of 69-0, the Assembly passed AssemblydBB with bi-
partisan support, authored by Assemblymember H&xdra Torre (D-South Gate), which
removes discriminatory language from any documelated to the title of a house.

While some restrictive covenants are beneficial @amgl intend to preserve some aspect of a
property and its surrounding environment, othexsetadark history. Restrictive covenants
restricted the sale of property to members of $jeeihnic, religious or other groups.

“It is unbelievable that offensive language idl stilowed to remain in housing documents,”
said De La Torre. “Although the language is oftedien away, there is no justifiable reason to
simply ignore this hurtful language as if it do@s exist. This legislation will wipe out the
legacy of discriminatory language remaining in lgugpers.”

Under current law, homeowners may request thabtimguage be stricken. However, few
Californians are aware of this option and find pinecess burdensome and too difficult to
navigate. In fact, Sacramento County only hadesidvomeowners take advantage of this
option since the law took effect in 2006, whersiestimated that there are hundreds of
thousands of such discriminatory restrictive coveaatatewide.

“Though legally unenforceable, restrictive covesarintinue to foster this discrimination.
They send the message that discrimination is psiiohes when in fact it's illegal. It is
imperative to get this language removed,” said btéjMurray, President of the Center for
California Homeowner Assaociation Law. “Our Cententinely documents discrimination
against seniors, the disabled, and members ofttimececommunities listed in racially-
restrictive covenants.”

Assembly Bill 985 will require title insurance comrpes to strike this unnecessary language
instead of relying upon complaints being made bpwner. This language must be removed
from all copies of documents upon transfer to a neaver of the property. The bill will

prompt the state to take a systematic approactnioving this unnecessary language, instead
of relying upon weakly executed systems of revieat ire currently in place.

Assembly Bill 985 now moves to the state senatedaiew.

Background:

In the Shelley v. Kraemer (1948) decision, the United States Supreme Coletlrinat
discriminatory restrictive covenants were unenfalte because these provisions were used for
segregationist purposes. Although they are now,\theke covenants remain in living deed
instruments and other documents, serving as paiafoinders of past practices of a divided
California.
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